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more easily construed with, the genitive. In iv, 8, the
accusative with man, the subjects being the same, is against
the Vedic use1 observed in vii, 8 seq., but occurs in a Re.
The secondary character of ix, 7, is shown by the genitive
with bru,2 and of viii,;ll, by the use yo 'frd-vieikifeet sanakdram
eva bruyad rte nakdram iti, where the usual Brahmana con-
struction requires the first person, as in i, 1 ;* ii, 17 ; viii, 6;
and in the parallel Aitareya version.3 So in viii, 1, and xi, 8,
tsarinlr and Savitrlr present apparent feminine nominatives in $,
which may be pseudo-antiquities or merely errors of the text,
as is suggested by the fact that the former word is very variously
read in the parallel passages and the latter occurs only in one
of the MBS., the other having the correct form.4 In viii, 9,
the MSS. agree in reading the accusative pttram, which is quite
impossible, and so forth.

1  Synt. ForscL, v, 104, 179.

2  Ibid., p. 162.

3  Of. Maitrayam Samhita, ii, 1, 11; yo vai kmndyetCimmdali sy&d iti.

4  Of. sabaUs in Taittirlya Samhita, /iv, 3, 11, 5}/but saball in Kathaka
Samhita, xxxix, 10 ; gh&takarkarw in Saiikhajana Srauta Sutra, xvii, 3,12 ;
ghatanr, ibid., 15.